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dirt — then that is permitted. This is an act of labor which is not 
needed for itself, but for some unrelated matter. It then is permitted.]” 


R. Yosé dealt with R. Aha. He said to him, “You have said this matter. 
But did not R. Yohanan say, ‘In the view of R. Meir, there are twenty- 
four matters in which the House of Shammai takes up the lenient 
position and the House of Hillel the strict position, and this is one of 
them.’ [The reference is to M. 1:3A-B. Clearly, the Shammaites take 
up the lenient position here. ] 


“But should we not say that there are twenty-three? [That is, if you 
account for the permissive position of the House of Shammai as you 
have, then the House of Hillel cannot differ in that regard, since R. 
Simeon is a Hillelite as a disciple of Aqiba. It must follow that all 
parties concur, and there should be only twenty-three cases in which 
the Shammaites take a more lenient position and not twenty-four.]” 


[Yosé now asks Aha another question:] “But [even if you say that] R. 
Meir and R. Simeon hold the same view, [namely, one is exempt from 
liability for performing an act of labor on a festival that is not 
necessary for itself but only serves some extraneous purpose]. But did 
we not maintain earlier that R. Simeon and R. Yosé maintain the same 
view? 


“[At a discussion on making a wick into a coal on the Sabbath (Y. 
Shab. 2: 5), Yosé and Simeon maintain that that is not punishable, 
since one is using the wick for a purpose extraneous to its normal one. 
In that case, where we said that R. Simeon and R. Yosé concur, ] 
should we not say, R. Meir, R. Yosé, and R. Simeon all maintain the 
same view? 


“But are matters which are troublesome to rabbis self-evident [and 
obvious to you] and matters that are difficult to you self evident to 
rabbis? [Other rabbis are not so certain that the law accords with 
Simeon’ s view, while you are certain that it does. And vice versa. This 
will now be spelled out. | 


“If one cut [herbs] for the sake of [collecting] herbs, is he liable on the 
count of harvesting [on the Sabbath], but not liable on the count of 
improving the ground [on the Sabbath]? 


[L] “It is not a problem [to settle the matter] if he did not cut down the 
grass in order to improve his field. [But] what is the law as to his 
being liable on the count of harvesting [the grass for herbs] and 
also on the count of harvesting so as to improve his field? [If he is 
liable on one count only, it is because the other count is not for a 


